Application no. 10/678,036 

Amendment dated: February 24, 2005 

Reply to office action dated: January 24, 2005 

REMARKS 

Claims 1-20 are pending in the application and are subject to restriction requirement. 
The examiner has identified the following inventions among the claims: 

I. Claims 1-9 are said to be drawn to a method for attaching a tire pressure sensor. 

II. Claim 10 is said to be drawn to a method of attaching a first surface to a second 
surface. 

III. Claims 1 1-18 are said to be drawn to an adhesive system. 

IV. Claims 19-20 are said to be drawn to a tire sensor. 

Applicant provisionally elects Group IIL claims 11-18. 

However, applicant respectfully requests reconsideration of the requirement for 
restriction based on the following facts. The Examiner left a voicemail message for the 
undersigned attorney on December 10, 2004 requiring election among one of two groups of 
claims: either Group I with claims 1-10 (method of attaching a tire monitor) or Group II, claims 
1 1-20 (an adhesive system). After discussing the matter with the Applicant, on December 15, 
2005, the undersigned attorney left the examiner a voice mail message orally electing claims 1 1- 
20. Further, on behalf of Applicant, divisional patent application serial number 1 1/038,945 was 
filed on January 19, 2005 directed to the claims of Group I, claims 1-10. Upon receipt of the 
written Requirement for Restriction dated January 24, 2005, the undersigned attorney called the 
examiner to inquire about the status of the oral election. The examiner indicated that the 
December 15 voice mail had not been received. 

Accordingly, while a provisional election of claims 11-18 has been made, it is 
respectfully requested that the requirement for restriction be reconsidered and that the initial 
grouping of the claims into Group I (claims 1-10) and Group II (claims 1 1-20) be maintained. 
Applicant relied on the telephone restriction requirement in electing the claims for prosecution in 
this application and in filing the divisional application number 1 1/038,945. 

Reconsideration of the restriction requirement is respectfully requested. 
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With this response, the application is believed to be in condition for early action on the 
merits. Should the examiner deem a telephone conference to be of assistance in advancing the 
application to allowance, the examiner is invited to call the undersigned attorney at the telephone 
number below. 


February 24, 2005 

BRINKS HOFER GILSON & LIONE 
P.O. BOX 10395 
CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60610 
(312) 321-4200 


Respectfully submitted, 



John G. Rauch 
Registration No. 37,218 
Attorney for Applicant 
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